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August 19, 2003

Re Ex Parte, MM Docket 99-25

Dear Ms Dortch:

On Monday, August 18, 2003 T and Michael Bracy of the Low Power Radio
Coalition met with Anthony Dale of Commissioner Martin’s office, and Paul Gallant of
Chairman Powell’s office; on Tuesday August 19 we met with Stacey Robinson of
Commissioner Abernathy’s office, and Jordan Goldstein of Commissioner Copps’ office.

We met primanily (o provide background information about low power radio. The
attached documents, many of which have already been filed in this docket, cover the
substance conveyed in our conversations. Specifically, we outlined the history of low
power radio, briefly described the technical debate that has taken place with respect to
low power radho, described Congressional action 1n the area, and provided information
about the success of current LPFM stations. We used the attached diagram to explain
third adjacent channels  We also described to Mr. Dale that, geographically, the
placement of LPFM stations can be envisioned as being located in the spaces between the
overlapping circles of currently-existing full power radio service contours.

[n addition, we were asked on several occasions about the pending request of
Nauonal Public Radio to extend the time allotted for comments on the recently-released
technical study performed by Mitre Corporation. We stated that our strongest priority
was for the Commussion to provide the statutorily-mandated report to Congress as soon
as possible, certainly before the end of 2003. We were not inclined to oppose a short, 30-
day. delay unless such a delay would impact the Commission’s current timetable with
respect to the Congressional report. We do oppose a lengthy, 90-day, extension. We
stated we felt the NPR request stemmed from a good-faith desire to adequately analyze a
lengthy technical document released a short tume ago.

Consistent with the Commission’s rules, two hard copies of this letter and its
attachments are beg filed with your office.

Smse;el;,q, d

Attachments
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Low Power Radio Information Sheet (August 2003)

. The FCC first proposed starting a new low power radio service in January 1999, and approved
the service in January 2000. Thus service will include very small stations, One-hundred watt
stattons will reach, at most, a 7 mule diameter Ten watt stations will reach a 3 nule diameter.

. After constdering legislation that would completely elimunate low power radio, Congress instead
adopted legislation that hmuts the number of radio stations that will be authorized. The legislation
ultimately adopted reflected Congress’ decision to cut back, but not to eliminate, low
power radio.

0 This legislation did not eliminate the service, but did eliminate approximately 630 of the
1,200 applicattons filed at the time.

. The legislation required the FCC to comrmission an independent technical study on low power
radio. The FCC released thus Congressionally mandated study on July 11, 2003.

. In 2001, Senator McCain introduced legislation, S. 404, to reverse the legislatton limiting low
power radio  Senator McCain remarns interested in LPFM.

Fuacts about apphcants

4
0 The FCC accepted applications for 100 watt stations between May 1999 and May 2000.
Three thousand four hundred (3,400) non-profits applied for a low power radio
station The FCC has not yet inttiated a 10 watt application cycle, useful in more
congested urbian areas

0 Applicants cover a wide range of ideologies and organizations. For example, many
conservative churches have applied alongside progressive churches.

) Approximately 200 stations are now on the air!

0 Qver 750 stations have completed the applicauon process, have received construction
permuts, and now need only construct their stations to begin broadcasting  Stations have only
18 months to get on the air, or they will lose their CP Despite our outreach efforts,
approximately 50 probably lost their licenses at the end of 2002 because they are not able
to construct their staton before nme runs out  Approximately 850 have been dismissed or
withdrawn, and approximately 1,700 applications remain to be processed, virtually all of
which are applications competing with each other.

0 The FCC will begin to process mutually exclusive applications 1n the near future.

0 To get quick information about the numbers of applicants m various states, see the FCC's
webpageat hitp-//www tee goy/mb/audio/lpfm/tndex.html. Scroll down unul you see the
pink “LLPFM Search” section.
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Summary of Anti-Low Power Radio Leqislation, Public Law 106-553

The legislation takes the following steps:

. Reverses the FCC's decision with respect to interference protection
by putting back "third adjacent protection."

. Requires the FCC to hire an independent third party to conduct a
technical test in 9 markets, spread among rural, suburban, and urban
areas, and to solicit public comment on the test.

. Requires the FCC to provide a report to Congress on the technical
test, the economic impact on small broadcasters (including minority
broadcasters), reading for the blind services, the transition to digital
terrestrial radio (also known as IBOC), and FM radio translators
(including the need for third adjacent protection for translators.)

. Does not allow the FCC to alter the interference protection
standards or expand eligibility for low power radio unless Congress
passes additional legislation authorizing it to do so.,

. Prevents any individual who has engaged in unlicensed broadcasting
from getting a low power radioc license



Executive Summary

On October 25, 2000, Congress passed HR 4942, Section 632(b) of which required that
the Federal Communications Commusston (FCC) “conduct an experimental program to test
whether low-power FM radio stations will result in harmful interference to existing FM
radio stations 1f such stations are not subject to the mimimurm distance separations for third-
adjacent channcls required by Subsection (a}” The Commussion was also directed to “select
an independent testing entity to conduct field tests in the markets of the stations in the
cxperimental program ” The legislation stated that “up to nine” different markets could be
constdered In July 2001, The MITRE Corporation was selected to perform this work, based
on its technical knowledge, engineering experience, independence and freedom from any
actual or perceived conflict of interest

MITRE competitively selected an experienced, independent subcontractor to perform the
ficld measurements, which were made during the fall of 2002. Before starting the
measurements, MITRE approved a set of detailed subcontractor-developed test plans and test
procedurcs Measurements were made at up to eight sample recerver locations for each of
scven different low-power FM (LPFM) transmutter sites. The selected sites covered a diverse
range of geographic, population density, market size and program material combinations
The measurements included the operation of the test LPFM station at the maximum power
and antcnna height values that are specified in the FCC Rules Measurements were also
made with the LPFM transmutter turned off to identify possible cases where there was
recerver degradation even 1n the absence of LPFM transmissions

Six different commercially available FM receivers were tested, covering a range of cost
and portability options. An analog subcarmer recerver that provides reading services to the
visually impaired (RSVT) was mcluded in the set  So were typical auto, home, clock,
boombox and small personal receivers An FM translator was also tested to determine the
effect that a third-adjacent LPFM station could have if it interfered with the translator’s input

recerver

The subcontractor submutted its final measurement data report to MITRE 1n March 2003,
along with studio-quality digital recordings of the output of the five or six receivers under
test for each measurement location  MITRE studied the field measurements and recordings,
and analyzed the results in terms of the feastbility of relaxing or elimnating the third-
adjacent protection requircment for LPFM Stations. That analysis 1s described m Section 2
of this report A theoretical analysis was also done to ensure that the measurements were
consistent with well established engineering principles. That analysis 1s contained in

Section 4

MITRE’s 1asking from the FCC also required an evaluation of the potentlal impact that
third-adjacent LPFM stations might have on the transition of FM broadcastmg to a digral
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format MITRE procured the necessary digital broadcasting and receiving equipment and
made laboratory measurements to determine the effects that LPFM stations could have on
these operations. The digital analysis s descrtbed in Section 3 of this report.

Summary of Findings

In summary, based both on the measured data and the theoretical analysis, MITRE has
concluded that LPFM stations can be operated on third-adjacent channels with respect to
existing “Full Power” FM (FPFM) stations provided that relatively modest distance
separations are maintaned between any LPFM station and receivers tuned to the potentially
affected FPFM station These required separations are on the order of a few tens of meters in
the best case, to shghtly more than a kilometer in the worst case. MITRE has determined,
based both on the field measurements and its own theoretical analysis, that no case of
harmful third-adjacent LPFM interference will exist outside of an area with a radwus of
[ 100 m surrounding the LPFM antenna, for an LPFM transmitter Effective Radiated Power
(ERP) of 100 W or less and an LPFM antenna height of 30 m or less

The 1100 m separation value applies to LPFM locations that are near the protected
contour of the third-adjacent channel FPFM station In other cases where the LPFM station
15 closer to the FPFM station, this radius will become much smatler — on the order of tens of
meters, to one or two hundred meters, depending on the proximity. A formula was
developed, based on the field measurements and the theoretical analysis, to compute the
distance separatton that 1s required between LPFM stations and receivers tuned to FPFM
stations on third-adjacent channels. The formula accounts for the relative! locations of
receivers, LPFM stations and FPFM stations. This equation ts shown in Section 5 2.1 and
could be used to develop licensing rules for LPFM stations 1n lieu of the third-adjacent

channel separation rules now m effect

[n the measured data, LPFM interference was not strongly correlated with variations in
terramn or program material type. The measurements also did not show a strong dependence
on LLPFM antenna height. MITRE’s mode! (Section 4) does show a dependence on antenna
height because higher LPFM antennas could extend the distanee to which a second-power
propagation law applies  This factor argues in favor of retaining the current Rules regarding
reduction of the LPFM ERP for antenna heights above 30 m.

In terms of the impact of an LPEM station due to interference on the audience of an
FPFM station, m the worst casc measured, the fraction of the protected coverage area of an
extsting station that could be subjected to harmful interference 1s 0.13%. In most other cases,
this fraction 1s orders of magmtude smaller

The measurements show that, for the one case examined where the affected FPFM station

carries RSV, there was no significant LPFM interference to the RSVI receiver when it was
located more than 80 meters away trom the LPFM antenna However, at some distances
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greater than 80 meters, the RSVI signal was degraded even in the absence of LPFM
transmussions  No sigmificant interference was noted in the auto or home receivers at
distances greater than 130 meters, or in any of the other non-translator receivers at a distance
exceeding 550 meters. However, mterference still might be possible at greater distances
under certam unfavorable circumstances  In general, however, the required LPFM-to-
recerver separations will vary according to the formula given in paragraph 5.2.1 of ths
report

Paragraph 5 1 2 of this report 1dentifies a relationship that was developed, on the basis of
the field measurements, to compute the distance separation that 1s required between FM
translator receiving antennas and LPFM stations During the field tests, the LPFM antenna
was placed in the main beam of the translator receiver’s antenna at a distance of about 450
m The LPFM power was varied from zero to 100 W. No harmful interference was seen for
an LPEM power of 2 W or less at that distance, 1n the main beam of the translator recerver.
Taking mto account a typical translator receiver’s antenna pattern, 2 100W LPFM station can
be as close as 0 9 km to a translator that 1s itself operating at the protected contour distance
from 1ts primary station, 1f the LPFM antenna 1s 90° or more off the translator antenna’s main
beam axis (1 e, gain1s 0 dBd or less) As the LPFM station approaches the translator’s main
beam axis, this value increases to about 3 2 km.

The digital analysis has shown that the 1Biquity IBOC system 1s very robust and
performed about as well 1n the presence of LPFM signals as the analog car radio used in the
tests  As a resuit, no interference from LPFM stations to digital receivers is likely to occur at
a distance of more than 130 m, even at the FPFM protected contour distarice.

A
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THE NEWSPAPER ABOUT PUBLIC TELEVISION AND RADIO

[nterference study finds room
for more low-power FMs

By Mike Janssen

atthng over low-power FM could
B resume with the release of a study that

SUZZESS Permillng miICrosialions
closcr to theu full-power neighbors

The study, conducted by the nonprofit
tech research tirm MITRE Corp and
released {ast month, recommends that the
FCC license LPFM stations on third-adja-
cent channels 10 full-power stations—a
prospect that once drew strong criticism
from NPR and others in public radio.

Following that suggestion could engender
many more of the tiny, low-wattage non-
commercia stabons That would give more
wannabe broadcasters access to the airwaves
bul alxo permit interference that could eat
away at the fringes of public radio signals.

The FCC now keeps LPFMSs certain land
distances from full-power stations if they use
thud-adjacent fiequencies —that 15, trequen-
cies within 0 6 megahertz Following that
rule reduces the number of potentual LPFMs
by 8C percent, according to the FCC.

The rule could be relaxed, the MITRE
study says,*provided that relanvely modest
distance separations are maintained between
ary LPFM station and receivers tuned to the
potentully affected LPFM station

~ MITRE did not recommend walving dis-
lance separations entirely Instead, it devised
a formula for determining spacing Resulung
distances could range from a kilometer to a
“tew tens of meters ™

The FCC created the new class of sta-

tions 1n 2000 under Democratic Charrmean
Bill Kennard, who wanted o diversify
media control Based on 1ts own research,
the commussion dropped the third-adjacent
protections Congress overruled the FCC in
2001, ordering it to uphold the protections

Low-power advocates complained that the
reversal squeezed low-power signals out of
larger markets. Congress ordered the agency
lo commussion an independent interference
study, hence the MITRE report

As of laie May, 113 LPFMs were
licensed to broadcast, and more than 500
others have recerved construction permits
prebmuinary to licensing, according to the
National Federanion of Commumty
Broadcasters Almost half of LPFM permuts
and hicenses have gone to religious groups
{chart, page 17)

Contiaued on page {7
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Contutued from page 1

The FCC has almost fintshed processing
uncontested upplicauens and 1s prepaiing to
settle mutually exclusive filings, says Cheayl
Leanza, deputy director of the pio-LPFM
Media Access Project

Low-power stations are himited to using
smal}, 100-watt—or even 10-watt—transmit-
lets (The FCC has not yet accepted applica-
tions for 10-watt stations )

The wntroduction of the service prompted
cheers from glassroots bioadeasters but
upset NPR and commercial bioadcasters,
who feared that the stafions would intetfere
with then signals and radio reading sesvices
for the visually impaiced It remains to be
seen how the MITRE study will reshape the
debate.

The repoit discounts or plays down a
number of interference worries.

M LPFM signals did not interfere with a
radio reading service 1ecetver as jong as the
transmitter and receiver were at leasl 80
meters apart.

B Stations transmitting digitally experi-
enced no mate terference from LPFMs
than analog bioadcasters

W Interference “was not suongly coirelat-

ed with variations in teniain or piogram
material type ” NPR had aigued that quieter
pubhic radio fate such as néws and classical
music could be especiaily vulnersble to
interfergnce "

et
,/Tra/deoﬂ: regional or local?

Most stakeholders in the nte rfejence

Who will operate LPFM microstations?

As of late May, this is the breakdown of 647 construction permits and
licenses issued by the FCC, as tallied by the National Federation of Community
Broadcasters. CPs are granted [irst; operators that follow through on plans

can receive licenses.

130

Municipalitles

cnrhmliniﬁ radio groups

debate have yet to digest the complex, 208.
pege report. Some have handed 1t off to
engineers for analysts. Reaclions so far
sound like echoes fiom the past, with estab-
hshed broadcasters advising caution and
LPFM advocates upbeat and hopeful.

“The tests pretty much bore us oul,” says
Pete Tridish of the Prometheus Radio
Pioject, a Philadelphia gioup that lobbies for
micropower broadcasting and has argued
against third-ad)jacent piotections for
LPEMs.

But Prometheus and MITRE risk playing
down the need for contimued spacing of
1.PFMs, says Scott Hanley, g m. of WDUQ
in Pitisburgh and an NPR Board member. I€
the spacing formwla is ignoted, he says,
LPFMs could knock out the service of full-

power stations like his to “city blocks’
worth” of urban listeneis.

NPR declined comment on the study, but
David Noble, chair of government affairs for
the [nteinational Association of Audio
Information Services, said he would still
suppolt third-adjacent protections based on
his quick scan of the study.

One observer, however, has changed hus
mind since the advent of LEFM. Broadcast
engineering consultant Boug Vernier, a now-
tetirted Towa pubiadio managet, supported
third-adjacent protections m 1999, Since
then, expelience with translators on second-
and third-adjacent frequencies to full-power
stations has psoven to him that LPFM's cur-
rent protections may be needlessly strict.

“There's, [rankly, enough spectium out

there that third-adjacents azen't going 1o
cause u significant problem to public radio at
this powmt,” he says, "l wouldn't have said
that several years ago, but [ think that we
have seen enough proof that racios a1e good
enough today Lhat 1L ssn’t a huge tssue The
MITRE study 15 mare proof of the pudding ™

NPR and commercial broadcastets have
argled that third-adjacent signals would
imterfere with reception within thewr FCC-
protected geographic contows, Vernier says,
but their greater fear js that LPFMs will
abscuie their signals in the lawless areas
beyond the contouts They would jose dis-
tant histenets 1f moie LPFMs are licensed
and would have no recourse at the FCC

“It's a uadeoff between what low-power
can give o Jocal area ns to what a regional
pubhic 1adio station can give a regional
area,” he says

In Vernier's view, looser rules won’t hurt
public 1adio, considering 1ts growng audi-
ences “And I think there is a need for low-
powelr, community-based stations,” he says,
“The question is, is there a need in one com-
munity for 20 of them?" —a scenarto he says
could eccur without third-adjacent protec-
tions.

The FCC has asked for reply comments
on the MITRE study by Sept. 12 The
agency would have lo win congressional
approval 1o remove third-adjacent prolec-
tions, raising the chance that the low-power
debate couid gquickly become politcal agan
Sen John McCain (R-Ariz ), who champl-
oned LPEM 0 2000, has already expressed
interest in revisiting the issue, according to
Radio Workd. |
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on the air.

;

Opelousas, La.— At the headquarters of the Southern Devel-
opment Foundation, a local nonprofit group, enthusiasm pulsed
like the zydeco music filling the small white frame house. Inside,
volunteer technicians worked their way through a maze of cables
and electronics. Qutside, engineers made final adjustments to
broadcast antennae.

Tossing his crgarette onto the lawn, a building contractor
named Andres Guidry scrambled onto the roof and up the new
radio tower, the spurs jingling on his cowboy boots. On his sig-
nal, kus partner and others tugged on the guide rope, and the

32

antenna swung wildly up into the sky. Leaning from hus pre-
carious aerie, Guidry grabbed the flying piece of metal and
wrestled it into place. -

The three-day radio “barn raising” in the southwest Louisiana
town of Opelousas, populabion 22,860, was off to a good start.
Dozens of radio engineers, students, lawyers, musicians and
activasts had flown, driven and hitched rides from places as dis-
tant as Oregon and upstate New York to help the Southern

Suzanne Charlé is a freelance writer based in New York City.

Ford Foundation Report Summer 2003
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Development Foundation build a low-
power FM radio station—one of 511
noncommercial groups recently granted
construction permits by the Federal Com-
munications Commussion.

With 100 watts—the power of the
average light bulb—these stations beam
shows to their communities, typically
within a radius of three to four miles.
Their wattage is low compared with the
cormnmercial stations whose 50,000-watt
signals can be heard for 100 miles, but
they have a powerful ability to amplify
voices seldom heard. In an era of increas-
ing consolidation of media, LPFM sta-
tions— owned by churches, charities,
environtmental groups, schools and gov-
ermnmentai agencies—are the Davids to
corporate media Goliaths such as Clear
Channel and Viacom.

The radio barn raising was organized
by Prometheus Radio Project, a Philadel-
phia-based group. lts technical director,
Dylan Wrynn, who is better known as
Pete Tnidish, his on-air handle from lus
pirate radio days, welcomed the volun-
teers and 5.D.F staff. “We're all here to
tearn, and also to take the opportunity to
make a litte history,” said Tridish. Over
the weekend, there would be workshops
on topics rangmg from radio production
to funding techniques ta new technolo-
gies— how to put a station together both
physicaily and financially.

S.D.E,, the first civil rights organization
to own its own radio station, came to
prominence in the early 1960%s, whenit S vsen _.
launched cooperatives to help local farm- ™ =3
ers get fair prices. “We work with the poor
and the marginalized, and we want to be
sure their voices are heard,” said Lena
Charles, president of S.D.F,

Among other things, S.D.E plans to use
the station to promote zydeca, the traditional black creole music
that was born in Opelousas and St. Landry Parish. Twenty-one
years ago, S.D.F Jaunched the Southwest Louisiana Zydeco Music
Festival. At that time only 2 few bands were sull playing zydeco,
sud Mona Kennerson, 5.D.F’s development director and news pro-
ducer of the new station. Now, there are more than 150 zydeco
bands in the region, and the annual festival attracts some 20,000
peaple,

John Freeman, a retired Bell South executive and chief oper-
ating officer and station manager of S.D.E, ticks off the new
radio station’s schedule: Sunday morming gospel, perhaps broad-
cast live from the Holy Ghost Church across the road; week-
day mornings that start with jazz or rhythm and blues; “Town
Talk,” which focuses on community issues, followed by hard-

radio towes,

Volurrteers prepare to lmnch a new
low-power FM station in Opelousas, La.
Opposite Vohmteers insiall the station’s

core Zydeco fror around the area.

This type of music is an endangered
species on commercial radio stations,
according to Michael Bracey of the Future
of Music Coalition. Drive across the
United States, he says, and you'll hear
pretty much the same tunes for 3,000
miles. lmportant elements of American
culture— zydeco, jazz, the blues—are all
hard to find on the commercial airwaves,
and classical music and opera have all but
vanished. In large part, this reflects
changes in the radio industry since the
1996 Telecommunications Act eliminated
a cap on nationwide station ownership
and increased the number of stations a
corporation can own in a single market.
In June, the EC.C. voted to relax owner-
ship rules even further. A 2002 report
published by the Future of Music Coali-
tion, Radio Deregulation: Has It Served
Citizens and Musicians?, states: “This leg-
islation sparked an unprecedented period
of ownership consolidation in the indus-
try with significant and adverse effects on
tnusicians and citizens.”

Today, nearly 219 million Americans—
96 percent of those 12 and over—une
into 13,012, radio stations for news, sports,
weather, traffic, music and talk. Accord-
ing to Robert McChesney, a media
scholar, radio before 1996 was among the
least concentrated and most economi-
cally competitive media. In 1990 no com-
pany owned more than 14 of the 10,000
stations, with no more than two in a sin-
gle local market.

Teday, two corporations, Clear Chan-
nel and Viacom, daim 42 percent of lis-
teners and 45 percent of industry revenues.
Since the passage of the 1996 act, Clear
Channel has grown from 40 stations to

1,240 stations, 30 times more than Con-
gressional regulation previously allowed.

McChesney says that for a democracy to be effective, “you need
some sort of media system that's going to do two things. First of
all, i’s going to ruthlessly account for the activities of people 1n
power and people who want to be in power so you know what
they're actually doing. Secondly, it’s going to give a wide range of
opinions on the fundamental sodal and political issues that citi-
zens need to know about.” The US. media, he says, fail to meet that
obligation.

Proponents of low-power FM argue that these tiny stations
<an contribute mightily to strengthening democracy. LPFM
stations and Internet broadcasting (in which programs are
streamed over the Internet) can offer local programming, a
type of community-based narrowcasting harkingback to radio’s




‘Low-power FM enhances democracy on the dial: it fosters new opportunities
for true community radio 1o flourish in an age marked by the increasing _
consolidation and homogenization of the ingdustry and the marketplace of ideas.’

early days in the 1920’, when, according to McChesney, fewer
than 5 percent of U.S. radio stations were operated commercially.

The uniform landscape created by corporate broadcasting
gave birth to a renewed interest in LPFM. At first, most of these
stations were run by “pirates,” broadcasters who beamed pro-
grams to their communities without obtaining licenses from
the EC.C. Afier the passage of the Federal Communications
Act in 1996, hkundreds of pirate stations sprang up across the
nation. As fast as the EC.C. closed the stations, more would
spring up, Pete Tridish recalls. Thanks to the portability of low-
power broadcasting equipment, curbing pirates was like trying
to stop mushrooms from growing after spring raias.

William Kennard, chairman of the EC.C. during the Clinton
Administration, was determined to crack down on the pirates
and launched a series of raids. In 1998 the pirates fought back
in the courts and in the court of public opinion. They demon-
strated in cities across the nation, winding up the campaign in
the autumn 1in Washington, D.C. At a debate at the Freedom
Forum, they persuasively argued the case for the public’s right
to the airwaves. Their voices were heard: Newspapers picked
up the story, portraying the low-power radio D.].s as Robin
Houods of the airwaves.

Kennard also heard themn. The EC.C. had essentially stopped
licensing low-power radio stations in the 1970’s in an effort to
strengthen full-power radio stations’ finances. The commis-
sioner, who backed Equal Opportunity Rules requiring stations
to account for their hiring practices, recognized the importance
of diverse voices and minority ownership, which had decreased
since 1996. With the help of the National Lawyers’ Guild Cen-
ter for Democratic Communications in San Francisco and the
Media Access Project, a nonprofit group based in Washington,

A Larger Voice for Citizens

In the past decade information technology has profoundly
changed the way people do business, seek entertainment,
keep themsedves informed and zet imvolved in civic Bfe. The Ford
Foundation’s media policy and technology portfelio supports
a range of efforts to inform the public about issues refated to
these changes. This work, part of the foundation's Knowledge,
Creativity and Freedom program, recognizes that the free flow
of ideas and information is essential to democracy.

A grant to the New America Foundation funded the cre-
ation of “The Citizen's Guide to the Airwaves,” a graphic
depiction of the radio spectrum {p. 36). The hope is that by
educating joumalists and the general public about these
issnes—psuafly the domain of experts and “techies” —
engaged citizens can help ensure fair and equitable use of
this public resource. This is fust what several foundation
grantees have accomplished for low-power FM radio (p. 32).
Atthough LPFM takes up a relatively small part of the spec-
trum, it is a vital way for new voices to be heard.

the low-power radio advocates persuaded the EC.C. commis-
sioner to open a public comment period regarding the passi-
bility of granting new licenses.

LPFM supporters sprang into action. Tom Ness, co-pub-
lisher of Jam Rag magazine in Detroit, successfully organized
bands to sign comments and then persuaded 45 cities to weigh
in on the LPFM propesal. In Minneapolis, a group called Amer-
icans for Radio Diversity filed comments. Kennard and EC.C.
employees were impressed by the number of responses, more
than 3,500, which were overwhelmingly in favor of the new
local stations. In Janvary 2000 the FC.C. announced that it
would again accept applications for low-power FM licenses.
Kennard, who had been 2 D.J. in his school days, wrote about
the possibilities in an op-ed piece for the Washington Post:
“Low-power FM will allow schools, churches and other local
organizations to use the public airwaves to make their voices
heard. In short, low-power FM enhances democracy on the
dial: It fosters new opportunities for true community radio to
flourish in an age marked by the increasing consolidation and
homogenization of the industry and the marketplace of ideas.”

Within months, 3,200 groups applied, induding the Center
for Hmong Arts and Talent in Minneapolis; El Comute de los
Pobres, a group of Latino workers and farmers in Fresno, Calif.;
and a florists club in Newton, Ga. A loose coaliion banded
together to support the LPFM initiative, The United Church
of Christ and the United Methodist Church’s General Board of
Global Ministries helped guide applicants through the tangled
licensing and implementation processes. Cheryl Leanza, deputy
director of the Media Access Project, prepared directions on
how ta apply for a station license as well as legal information on
regulations that would increase access to the radio spectrum.
Michael Brown, an engineer in Portland, wrote “Low-Power
FM Equipment Guide.” The Independent Media Center tramned
grass-toots organizations to gather and produce news. When rep-
resentatives of Prometheus weren’t out on the road drumming
up interest, they were filing comments with the EC.C.

Negative response was thunderous from existing broadcasters
who, according to the EC.C. rules, were not allowed to obtain
new station licenses, In an official staternent, Edward O. Fritts, pres-
ident and C.E.O. of the National Assodiation of Broadcasters,
called LPFM a “boneheaded” initiative. Law-power stations, he
claimed, threatened the transition to digatal radio broadcasting
by taking the digital space (which, it seems, the commerciai broad-
casters had expected to be theirs) and “will ikely cause devas-
tating interference to existing brgadcasters.”

In fact, the EC.C. rules regarding the frequenicy space between
neighboring channels already meant that there would be no
channels available in crowded markets such as New York and
Los Angeles. Moreover, EC.C. engineers, after a formal study,
had concluded that low-power stations could be introduced
without creating interference with existing stations.

The N.A.B. was not satisfied and launched a campaign to
woo Congress. [t was eventually joined by National Public Radio,



which argued that LPFM would discupt efforts to extend the
range of exssting public stations, interfere with radio reading
services for the blind and slow the advent of digital radio by
taking up space NPR hoped to use.

In response, Congress voted in December 2000 to decrease
the amount of space on the dial for low-power stations. As a
result, the EC.C. scaled back its rules and more than three-
quarters of the proposed station licenses were revoked. For the
most part, only applicants in rural areas could get a place on the
specttum. A Washington Post editorial called the anti-LPFM
campargn a “low-power mugging”

Nevertheless, some 73 new LPFM stations are on the air
today, and a total of 511 permuts to build have been issued.
About half of those have been given to churches and another
block to government agencies.

Applicants in second-tier cities will have to wait until the
results of the Congress-mandated study are released. If the study
finds LPFM offers no interference, the landscape could totally
change, says Nan Rubin, who has built two community stations
and helped start another 50. If the original EC.C. recommen-
dations are approved, even areas just outside major cities might
be sites for LPEM stations: “We're talking Westchester, Queens
and Brooklyn,” Rubin says.

In addition to running more radio barn raisings, Tridish and
his colleagues at Prometheus are assembling a public database

(www.cradlebase.org) that can be used by applicants and LPFM
stations to share information and, eventually, music. Kai Aiyetoro,
director of the National Federation of Cornmunity Broadcast-
ers's LPFM program, is helping stations draw up budgets and get
better buys on equipment. Alan Corn, an attorney with the
National Lawyers’ Guild, is focusing on local issues, chatleng-
ing groups that have illegally filed multiple applications.

Advocates for LPFM are hoping that the stations now up
and running will persuade the public and Congress that there
should be more such stations, not fewer. WRYR 97.5, a station
on the Chesapeake Bay in Maryland run by South Arundel Cit-
izens for Responsible Development, was the only station to
gather all of the local candidates in the last election for a debate.
It's also a place for the bay’s watermen to tell siories of life on
the water and for scientists and environmentalists to discuss
the effects of development.

On the other side of the continent, KRBS 107.3 is celebrat-
ing its first anniversary in Oroville, Calif. —a gold-rush town
now populated for the most part by retirees, people on public
assistance, and the people who serve them. According to the
city manager, KRBS 107.3 helps to pull the town together. On
air each week is jazz, Native American affairs, Croatian polka,
Hmong folk and Thai pop, news from Laos and a political show,
“By the People, For the People.” “We're up to 54 D.L.s now,” says
Marianne Knorzer, one of the founders. =

Young People Create a New Sound

Chicago— Motorists waiting at the stoplight in front of a glassed-
n broadcast studio in Pilsen, a mostly Mexican neighborhood just
west of downtown Chicago, shimmy their shoulders to Latin rock
beats blaring from the outdoor speakers. D.Is in the booth grin
when drivers fumble with the radio dial, looking for the studio’s sig-
nal before the light changes.

The station is WRTE-FM, better known as “Radio Arte,” a youth
project of the Mexican Fine Arts Center Museum. With a low 73-
watt transmutter, WRTE's signal can be hard to pick up even a few
miles from its broadcast booth. But the station, run almost entirely
by people under 22 years of age, has made itself heard through-
out Chicago and around the world.

The station stages two or three five music events a year, which
draw visitors from across Chicago. Radio Arte students brought Lila
Downs to Chicago for the first time in 2001, a fact they mention
to anyone who knows her songs from the soundtrack of “Frida,”
the acclaimed 2002 film by Salma Hayek. Last year, the station
umvited Nortec Collectrve, a D.J. collective from Tijuana, to make
its Chicago debut. Radio Arte broadcasts 24 hours a day on the
World Wide Web, where it attracts listeners from five continents.

“Our students are looking to create a new sound in radio” says
Yolanda Rodriguez, the station manager. “They don't just want
ta duplicate what they hear on commercial stations or National
Public Radio”

The fresh sounds of Radio Arte come out of a two-year train-
ing program that has schooled hundreds of local youths, mostly
high school and community college students, in radio produc-
tion, broadcast writing and voice technique. After a few months
of coursework, students go on the air -— in English or Spanish —
with 2 mentor for nine months. In their second year at the station,

they participate in a larger project, a music program or docu-
mentary series, for example. ,

In addition to giving a forum for young people whose tastes
and experience run outside the mainstream, Radio Arte has
brought fresh eyes and ears to the community. Gay youths pro-
duce “Homofrecuenda,” a weekly Spanish-language program
about coming out as a teenager. Jorge Valdivia, 28, the commu-
nity outreach coordinator at the station, says that a radio with
headphones seemns safer and more anonymous for closeted teens
than a book or magazine artide. Young producers scour the Inter-
net for new music. By spotlighting artists who play “Rock en
Espaiiol” from South America and Europe, the station’s shows
have won Web listeners around the world.

On the news front, Radio Arte airs documentaries on subjecis
ranging from police shootings to teenage drug use. This summer,
the station plans a 10-segment [ook at housing displacement 1n
Chicago called “Uprooted.” “We see this from the perspective of
people who have to leave their homes and communities,” says
Sylvia Rivera, 22, who is producing the series with four students,
ages 16 to 22. “People in public housing are being forced out of
their communities because the city is tearing down the develop-
ments. Peaple in Pilsen have to move because they can't afford
the rent after gentrification.”

“We didn’t know what gentrification was when we started this
project,” says Rivera, who was a member of the 1997 training class
and has since worked part time at the station, “We had never been
to a public housing project We really had no idea what was gorng
on in our own city.” Today, she says she wondess how to fit every-
thing they've learned 1nto 10 half-hour broadcasts. m

— Ron Feemnster



Prometheus Radio Project
www.prometheus. tao.ca
prp@tao.ca2l15-476-2385

We'd like you to meet some of the groups that will be able to serve their
community with a new LPFM station

The Southern Development Foundation 1s excited to start up their Low Power FM
station this year Based in Opelousas, Louisiana, this organization sponsors
agriculture programs, leases land to farmers, raises money for scholarships for
needy kids and helps pecple learn to read, in addition to sponsoring a popular
zydeco festival Michael Levier explains: “You've got local radio stations that
are owned by larger companies. There should be some programming
concerning the music that is from here, and the people from here. But there's

not."”

The South Arundel Citizens for Responsible Development (SACReD) have been
working to control sprawling development In the Chesapeake Bay area. SACReD
was granted one of only 4 licenses 1ssued In the state of Maryland, and plans to
continue 1ts focus on threats to the local environment However, SACReD member
Michael Shay promises that on their station “All sides will be represented... There
is nothing better than an informed community making informed decisions.”

Unfortunately, many more groups were unable to obtain a LPFM license The heavy-
handed restrictions Congress imposed on the service severely cut the number of
avallabte frequencies In mast major US cities, as well as in many smaller communities

across the country

After Minnesota Senator Grams' legislation passed, not a single radio frequency was
available in Minneapolis Lee Vang of the Center for Hmong Arts and Talent had
hoped to establish an LPFM staton to serve the large Hmong community in
Minneapolis “The airwaves belong to all and [an LPFM station would] give
voice to those who have no voice. We are the only Hmong organization in
Minnesota, possibly in the world, that focuses exclusively on the arts. Radio is
extremely important to our community because 95% of Hmong are illiterate.”

Currently, only a few short hours of local pregramming address the Latmo
communities of Fresno, Califormia El Comite de los Pobres had hoped to provide
biingual coverage of local 1ssues affecting Latino workers and farmers They were
just one of many Fresno organizations applying for a license on the only open
frequency in town — until Congress closed off the entire FM band for Fresno.

The Newtown Florist Club wanted an LPFM station to educate the public about the
environmental justice in thetr hometown of Gainesville, Georgia. They also hoped to
bulld stronger community in Gatnesville by opening their station to young people
from all over town, so they could work together on a common project  After
Congress decided lo play broadcast engineer, there are no remaining frequencies
available even in rural Ganesville



Annette Majjal of West River reads from a book of children's stortes during het weekly show on WRYR, a low power

radio station in Churchton

By EB FURGURSON Iil

Stafl Wiirter
fter only few months on the
aur, low-power radio station
WRYR 1n Churchion 1s weil
on 1ts way tu meetlng the
promise of its_call letters and maotto
"We are yourﬁradl‘o :

The ali-volunteer nonprofit
statyon airs afariety of
programming around the clock —
1azz, gospel and bluegrass music and
shows on local, political and
environmental 1ssues, American
Indian music'and phiiosophy and
even Chlldre?’s literature and

!

music

The statron's philosophy 18 10
provide an outlet for music and talk
that may not have a place on
commercal radio, as well as give a
volce to the community

"By comparison, we are l1ke a
community store amongst all the
big-box stores," sald program
director Eric Funk “"We might be
hard to find, but we are worthwhile
when you get there "

Run on about $400 a meonth under
the auspices of South Arundel
Citrzens for Responsible
Development, 1ts signal 15 at 97 §

By ) Hanson — The Capnal

~Audience limited as WRYR
in Churchton gets off the ground

FM

It uses one of the {irst low power
community radio icenses granted
by the Federa)] Communications
Commission last year

But 1t 15 that Jow power — only 100
watts compared te the 50,000 of some
area broadcast stations — that
presenis the big challenge of
reaching its audience

Complicating the matter is that
the siymal 15 broadeast via a
computer satellite hookup from

(See RADIO, Page Al4)
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{Continued from Page A1)

acress the Chesapeake Bay in
Taibot County

As a result, the signal s
tieard only five miles inland
and can be affected by buildings
and even trees, [actors that
don't exacily worry DLgEer
statians, said Michael! Skay, a
member of the radio station's
board The station suggests that
a2 %10 antennae avaiable at
Radio Shack wudl booust recep
tion for most area residents

The problem s tough on the
fledgling station In order to get
mare [isteners to spread the
word aboul WRYR, they have to
he able to tune In

"It s Kind of Like the chicken
and the egg,” M1 Shay said

sSall, the station s getting a
ot of notoriety in broadceast
circles and 1n the national me-
dia A 19 minute scgment on

low power radio stations featur |
g WRYR_ will soon be broad-
' i e ¥ Vo, o

: i .

: V¥
3 .
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cast on PBS television'sThe
News Hour with Jim Lehrer

A Washington media think
tank, the Media Access Praject,
s also heralding the statien's
leadership in the fledgling low-
power community radio
movement

"One of the station's central
attributes 1s so many members
of the community are In
volved " said Cheryl Leanza.
the organization’s deputy direc-
tor

One of those 15 West River's
Annette Najjar, who tuns the
station’s contre] board for ber
children’s literature and musit
show, "What Wil We Hear
Today™”

Far an hour. beginning at 3
gm on Thursdays, she spins
dises of children's and
growhups' music lnterspersed
with thiee or [our children's
book readings, all adhering to
the theme of the day

*“1 try to find music that 1s
putsige of the mass-market
Disney and Nickelodeon stufl™
she satd .

1

Anather unique show 15 "The
Good Red Road" hosted by
Southern Maryland residents
Jay Winter Nightwolf and Rico
Newman They spend twe hours
on Saturday afternoons speak-
ng about environmental, politi-
cal and philosophical 1ssues
nuxed with music frem thetr
culture

Mr Winter Nightwolf, a Buf
falo Ridge Cherokee, and Mr
Newman, tribal spokesman [or
the a Piscalaway-Nonoy tribe 1n
Southern Maryland, appreciate
the non-traditional radio outlet
allowing another perspective on
the air

"To us everybody 15 a brother
or sister But for the famuly tree
le be complete all the branches
must be recognized.” Mr Win
ter Nightwaolf said

To find out more about the
station and s programming

scheduie, go lo the WRYR Web, -

Sile, LW wryr com o




Low POWER RADIO QVERVIEW: A
COMMUNITIES ASK FOR A SMALL SLICE OF THE AIRWAVES

On January 21, 2000 the Federal Communications Commission
('FCC") voted to create a new class of community-based, non-comrnercial Low Power FM radio
stations. Low power FM radio (also known as LPFM) will allow churches, community groups, local

governments, schools, and others to apply for a low-watt station that will reach between 1 and 7
miles.

The FCC's decision was a tiny step in the right direction, after years of media consolidation
in radio that has reduced not only the number of gatekeepers of information, but also reduced the
diversity of broadcast owners and decision-makers.

Even though the FCC decision was designed to protect current broadcasts, both commercial
and noncommercial broadcasters who already have licenses sought to prevent others from getting
them These broadcasters claimed that the new LPFM stations will harm current broadcasts.
Despite seven months of extensions to compile a technical record and a total of almost two years
of consideration at the FCC, these broadcasters were unable to prove that the harm they foresee
will occur. Instead, the FCC found more persuasive the analysis of experts who found LPFM to be
viable. Nevertheless, the FCC significantly scaled back its proposal to accornmodate broadcasters’

concerns.

Unsatisfled with their gains at the FCC, the National Association of Broadcast-
ers—unfortunately joined by National Public Radio—asked Congress to intervene. Their lobbyists,
with significant financial resources and ready-made access to staffers, moved quickly to persuade
members of Congress that LPFM would hurt the public by interfering with current broadcasts.
They sought to impose a double technical standard on low power radio stations—full power stations
could not meet the criteria broadcasters seek to impose on LPFM. Most egregiously, they claimed
that low power stations would harm reading for the blind broadcasts, when the FCC took steps to
specifically grandfather those broadcasts, protecting them from any interference. In the chaotic
final days of December 2000, Congress passed legislation cutting back on LPFM stations. Although
Congress unjustifiably cut back on the number of future LPFM stations, it recognized the political
danger in eliminating the service.

Broadcasters who already have licenses were seeking to keep new voices out. Without locally
owned and programmed outlets, citizens cannot learn about important issues in their communities,
they do not know what questions are being discussed in their city council meetings, or being
debated by the members of their local school boards. Without that basic information, citizens are
unable to participate in civic life, and their views go unheeded by our elected leaders. Low power
radio is an important step in linking our communities with each other and with our government.

Supporting low power radio is important because it will show Washington that the American
public expects more from broadcasters than they currently provide, Both commercial and
noncommercial broadcasters believe they know what the American people should hear and appear
1mpervious to criticism or input. The NAB wants to demonstrate their political muscle by silencing
anyone who dares to stand up to them, no matter how worthy the cause. Those who believe in this

nation’s diversity of voices must support low power radio.

. 0 - H‘.
_ For more information about low power radio, contact Cheryl A. Leanza, Deputy Director,
Media Access Project, 202-454-5683, cleanza@mediaaccess.org, or see MAP’s LPFM web site at:
http//www mediaaccess.org/programs/Ipfm/index htmi.
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Low POWER RADIO: TECHNICALLY SOUND AND VASTLY POPULAR

The National Association of Broadcasters ("NAB") has led a scare
campaign against low power radio. On January 20, 2000, after a year of
intensive analysis, the Federal Communications Commission created a new low
power radio service. The House Subcommittee on Telecommunications, Trade, and Consumer Protection
recently held a hearing addressing the technical aspects of the FCC's low power radio service. Significant
misinformation is being delivered to members of Congress and the public by opponents to low power
radio This information sheet addresses technical and other issues.

Media Access Project ("MAP") has advised a wide-ranging group of churches, community groups,
schools, artists, and others who fervently support low power radio. A partial list of those supporters is

also attached.

The NAB is wrong that low power radio will harm current broadcasts. At worst, for
100 watt stations, less than 1.6 percent of the people receiving a new low power radio station
will experience any difficulty hearing a current station. With 1-100 watt stations, for every 64
to 680 listeners served, only one listener may experience interference. Many of these
listeners will be able to adjust their radios by moving or rotating them, and will continue to
recewve the current stations tn addition to the new low power station. These numbers apply only
under worst-case conditions— when the listener experiencing interference has an inexpensive
radio and is satisfied with only one or two full-power stations. In other situations, the numbers
of people experiencing interference are much lower.

The NAB's audio simulation of the impact of low power radio is not accurate. No FM
radio signal would ever sound like the NAB's simulation. This simulation was produced on a
computer, and did not use real radio signals. The NAB never presented the simulation for
analysis by other engineers — it was not submitted as part of the public FCC record. When the
simulation was played in public for the first time at the Subcommittee hearing, the validity of this
simulation was strongly criticized by other engineers present. In reality, radio signals experience
the "capture effect.” Interference between two stations would never produce the sounds on the

NAB's simulation.

Under the NAB's analysis, radios today do not work. As demonstrated before the FCC,
many radios cannot meet the reception standards proposed by the NAB. Thus, defying
common sense, the NAB alleges that most consumers are not satisfied with the radios they own
today. The only way the NAB could attack low power radio was to create standards that are
impossible for most ordinary radios to meet. In other words, the NAB opposes low power
radio because small clock radios do not sound like expensive high fidelity sound
systems, something no consumer would expect.

The NAB incorrectly claims that low power radio will harm radio's transition to
digital radio. The two companies performing research and development on digital radio,
Lucent Digital Radio and USADR, stated in the FCC's official proceeding that they had no
objection if the FCC removed "third adjacent” protection. This is exactly what the FCC did

The NAB's technical analysis before the FCC was not sound. As part of the FCC
proceeding, MAP hired an expert engineer to review the information submitted by the NAB and
others. This analysis showed that the NAB's studies were invalid. The experts the NAB hired to
refute MAP's study could find nothing wrong with its analysis. The NAB resorted to accusing
MAP's expert of "bias" because he recommended the FCC move ahead on low power radio.

950 81 STRELT, NW Suime 220 WastinGToN, DC 20006
VOoIce (202} 232-4300 Fax (202) 466 76356 HIIP //WWW MEDIAACCESS ORG



The protection standards favored by the NAB could not be applied to current radio
stations. If the FCC were to apply the level of protection favored by the NAB to all radio stations,
some radio stations would be taken off the air. The NAB cannot justify why a more restrictive
level of protechon is not acceptable for its members, but should be imposed on new stations.

The NAB falsely alleges that the FCC did not fully consider the technical issues. The
FCC conducted an extensive proceeding. The FCC conducted its own technical studies. It delayed
the proceeding by more than seven months to accommodate additional technical submissions by
the broadcast industry. Some more responsible broadeasters focused their concerns on the areas
that were accommodated by the FCC. The FCC significantly scaled back its original proposal
when adopting its final decision. The technical submissions in support of low power radio would
have justified an even greater change in technical standards than ultimately adopted by the FCC.

Radio Reading Service signals are protected. Signals for radio reading services, also know
as reading for the blind, are transmitted within the full-power signal that the FCC protected. Full-
power broadcasters that transmit radio reading services have the same recourse presently
available to combat interference with these signals.

Existing transmitters are protected. Translators that provide small towns with access to
a national serviee, such as National Public Radio, will not be moved or eliminated because of low
power radio.

Small-market commercial broadcasters are not jeopardized. The low power service is
completely non-commercial. It will not dilute the commercial advertising market. Existing
commercial stations may feel the prick of competition to provide more innovative programming.

The NAB argument that low power radio will add new "interference" to the
airwaves is a red herring. If this argument were sufficient, communications technology must
be frozen in time. Any new service, including cellular telephones, digital radio and television, and
new hand-held wireless devices add more signals to our airwaves. The right question is how to
maximize a scarce resource — the spectrum — to provide more services and sources of
information to the American people. In every area of communications policy, the FCC has been
prodded by Congress to increase competition, provide avenues for new entrants, and maximize
the number of uses for our valuable spectrum. The FCC's low power radio service does just that.

The NAB considers any spectrum that is not controlled by its members to be a threat, and thus
seeks to kill this service. Do not be fooled by hearing only one side of the story. The groups who support
low power radio cannot match the immense resources of the broadcast industry, but they are numerous
and spread all over the country.

A list of individuals and groups that support low power radio is attached. Many additional
individuals and local organizations filed in support of low power radio at the FCC. These statements of
support are available in the FCC's public record. If you require any further information, please do not
hesitate to contact Media Access Project at (202) 232-4300. For additional information on Media Access
Project and low power radio, sce our web site at: www.mediaaccess.org.

Media Access Project 1s a hwenty-seven year old non-profit, public interest, telecommumications law firm that represents
the public before the Feder al Commumications Commssion and in the courts.
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Low-Power Radio vs. High-Powered Lobbyists

Ac_t now to save
merica’s last chance
for local radio.

he National Asscviation of
Bruadc asters spends over
$5 nulhon a year lobbying
and hands oul more than $1,600
a day to federal candidates
5S¢ when it decided to squelch
an FCC plan that lets schoals,
churches, and civie groups serve
nerghbor hoods with low-power
FM stations, unsurprisingly, i1t
won the vote 1n the House
The New York Times called the
vole ‘regrettable " The Weshingion
Pust »aid 1t was “a bad 1dea ”
The Los Angetes Times rushed
to defend Lhe FCC, which “works
for the American people, not just
powerful Washington lobbyists
The broadcast lobbyists want to
kecp broadcasting 1n the hands of
a few corporatiuns Whith means
that all radto, once the most diverse
and local of mediums, sounds the
same everywhere They also want
to weaken the FCC and win final
sdy on how America's airwaves, a
priceless public resource, are allo-
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“"Low-power for the public”

Low-pgwer FM stations are 10- or 100-watts {compared
to 100.000 watt commercial stalions) with a range of a
lew miles. Only communily non-praht groups (churches,
schaols, and clhers with an educational purpose in a specific
geographic areal will be eligible for licenses. Low cost,
low-power FM i< the last chance for radio ta return to

ils truly local, communily-service rools. The FCC

was lo begin licensing in May until the NAB tried

to overturn the plan in Congress,

The NAB's Deceptive CD

in an awempt lo pressure Congress, the

Malional Assaciation of Broadeastars fah

uted

a compact disk simulaling inlerlerence it claimed
low-power FM stalions would cause. The FCC ilselt

nas dencunced the NAB's simulation as “misleading
disinformatian.” Independent analysis has lound The
NAB's technical case against low-power radio “invalid.”

cated 1n the future This gaves big
broadcasters even mare power and

prufits than they had before

But democrecy doeset mean
that the richest, loudest vowce wins
Nat cvery time Not thy ame

Low-power radua can stilll be

savec! by the Senate And it will be,
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‘Washngion, D.C 20810
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if your Senators learn that you've
Joined thousands of other Amencans
to support truly lucal, non-commer-
cal radio on a human scale

Maul the coupons below 1mmedi-
ately You can get your Senators
e-mall addresses at leweb loc gov/
global/legislative/email html

e

US Housa of Repragantslivas OMica Buliding,

] washington, D C 20815

I Ths broacdcast lobby rushed thair kw powsr radia ban I
1hrough the House belory thy thousanda of communm

F b ruigrous labor and educanonal supportars ul non

I commercal kw powar rado could respond I thara I
18 anolher vola an Tha low powar radro Dan {Houss

l Senala conlerance bl 5 G068) pleasa vora NOI We I
can't allow tha MAB lo kil noncommercial community
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Low-power FM radio is supported by: American Library Association / Commumicatrons Workers of America (AFL-CIQ) /
Department for Communicabion cof the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America / Federal Communications Commuasion Local State
Government Advisory Cornmittee / Leadership Conderence on Cavil Rights / Leagua of United Latin American Cihzens / Low Power
Radic Coalition / Media Access Project / NAACP / National Bar Association / National Council of La Raza / National Couneil of the
Churches ol Christ, Communicahon Commission / Nationat Hispanic Foundation for the Arts / National Leggue of Citres / Rainbow:
PUSH Coaition / U S Pubiic Interest Research Group /7 United Church of Chnist, OMice of Cammunicatron, Inc. / United Methodist
Church General Board of Giobal Ministries/ United States Catholic Conterence

_Iln_n't let them silence America's real Volce—Yours! For more information, chick on www.lowpowerradlo.org.

Jowtly luroed by Fuilic tedia Cenler and Media Access Piupact (wwwmediaaceass.org)
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Supporters of Low Power Radio

American Library Association

AFL-CIO

Ben Bagdikian, Berkeley Communications Dept,
Black Citizens for a Fair Media

Jackson Browne

Communications Workers of America

Consumers Union

FCC Local State Government Advisory Committee
Indigo Girls

Int’l Bridge, Tunnel, and Turnpike Association
League of United Latin American Citizens
Louisiana Music Commission

Low Power Radio Coalition

Evang. Lutheran Church in America, Dept. for Com.
Flfis Marvalis

Media Access Project

Gen'l Bd. of Glob. Minist., The United Methodist Church
NAACP

National Bar Association

National Council of Churches of Christ, Com. Comm'n
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Academics and Scholars

Barbara Ehrenreich, Author
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The Power of Low Power Radio

Low Power FM stations are commundy-based, non-commercial radio
statons that operate at 100 watts or lesg Allowing Low Power FM radio
stations on the air empowers local broadcasters (o serve their communities
with a vanety of naw voloas and services Low Power radio stabons. aré able
lo address specific groups wmcluding minonty groups, the rehigious
community, and lingulstic nunorities, and provide a forum for debate about
important local rssues LPFM slations strengthen community wdentity in
urban nesghborhoods, rural towns and other communities Lhat are currently
oo small to win much altention from “mainstream,” ratngs-drven media.

Low Power Radio Service Established

The FCC has hcensed low waltage radio slations for decadas but in the
1970s tha FCC stopped ssuing those licenses. tn January 1998, the FCG
issued a3 Notice of Proposed Rule Making to estabiish two distnct classes
of community-based, non-commercial low power FM radio stetiona.
Thousands of potentizl breadcasters, including schools, churches,
musicians, engineers, madia activists and peopie from all walks of life filed
comments in the Rule Making, demonstrating sacrmous popular support for
this new class  In January 2000. the FCC vated i favor of cresting a
licanse for ¢community-besed. non-commercial Low Power FM radio
stations. This was a huge victory for communilies natonwide where, in
many inslances, consalidaton of commercal media outlets has fed to
decreased localism and divarsity on the arwaves

Opponents Wamn of “Oceans of Interference”

incumbent broadcasiers.represemed for the most part by the National
Association of Broadcasters. opposed the «dea  In it it5 téstimony before
Congress, lhe NAB warned that the FM racio dial would be drowned m "an
ocearn of interference” If the FCC was allowed 1o go forward with Low Power
radio licensing. Most observers agreed that this was a red hernng and
mactked the broadcasters real concern, that these new Statons would
reprasent additional competition for hstanars for Incumbent broadcasters

How the FCC Regulates Interference

The FCC has been regulating radic and selting nterference standards for
geventy years. The existng FCC rudes mendata that full-pawer radio
stalions - from 6000 to 50,000 walts - be liconsed al intervals on the dial to
prevent inteference. When considering the addition of Low Power statons,
FCC engineers delermined that micra radio stations could be placad
between existing stations without technical harm, therefore relaxing the
siringenl mterference protactions 10 accommodate small 100 watts would
not have a detiimental offect on existing signals In part the FCC engineers
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150 stations are on lhe air now Moreover, (PFM stalions are hawng a
remarkabla impact, offering local nonscommoerdal programming thal maets .
the needs of the communities they serve

\
N

MITRE Study Results Released: Interference Not An"ls..':ua

Aller three yaars of inquiry and testing, the intedference study waéfro'leéﬁed
in July 2003. The MITRE Corporation found no significant problems;with-
third adjacent channel inlerference and recommended the ' Wfting . of
burdensome restrictons imposed by Congress in December 2000 upon the
new LPFM radio service. In other words, the interference issues ralsed by
the NAB were, as predicted by Low Power advocales. a rad hernng.

The MITRE study proves definively that Low Power FM stauons can
operate without interfering with xisting station signals

Only Cangress Has the Power to Let Low Power Radio Flourish

After hundreds of thousands of American citizens told their legrslators and
regulators at the FCC that they supported ownership limuts on the corporale
media, the Senate Commerce Cammiltee has recently taken leadership on
media issues Senatore in the Commarce Commitiee have organized many
hearings, and sponsored pending legislation that addresses the influence
major media corporations have in our lives

eiican Citizens 5% 1 Fa
oujamne Music Comnlsss
Vaing. tirherdplChursi-ing:
Asaca; Dept fdr Gt

Mow that the MITRE study hag provan that interfarence 1s not an issue, It
will toke congressional sction to put Low Power radio back on track for
serving America's citee We see Low Power radio as one of the antidotes
to the effects of media concentration that the FCC has unleashed.

We know there's room in America’s dialogue for meny voicas from many

communities. Support their right to be heard Support LPFW. “~Upie States-Ca
Coiference - L
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